The reason of rejecting a submitted paper is hard and usually depends on a complex mechanism involving many factors. Major defects in the scientific worth, methodology or poorly expressed facts can not be remedied. Some common misses can be corrected but take time to be resent to the author and to come back corrected e.g. full names of all authors Affiliations and address for correspondence. Delay in taking decision on accepting a paper for publication is preventable if author adheres to instruction to authors of I.J.Health, looking to previous issues style and to tray the following suggestions in this editorial.
A well-written paper has a better chance of being accepted in I.J.Health or any other Journal if it is written simply and concisely. The author should be certain that words express his ideas and message. In short, The author should adhere to the following rules: "(1) He should have something to say; (2) He says it; and (3) He stops as soon as he has said it. Otherwise, the scientific worth of the manuscript will be doubtful.
General Suggestions
The author should adhere strictly to I.J.Health 1.
format as described in the Instructions for Authors of Scientific Publication Journals. Incorrect style makes the job of reviewers and editors more difficult.
Editing the paper carefully, in order to eliminate 2.
errors of spelling, punctuation, and grammar, helps to rapidly process the manuscript.
An incorrect reference suggests that the paper was 3.
not properly prepared. The accuracy of the references should be checked with the original sources. Incorrect citations are a burden to the publisher and disappoint the readers. It is recommended to organize the paper to answer 6. the following main questions; the reviewers and readers want them answered:
Introduction: What did the paper purpose and why? 8.
Methods: How did the author(s) planned to achieve 9. it
Results: What did the author(s) learn? 10.
Discussion: What does it mean? and how does it 11.
relate? to what else is known?
Focused Suggestions
It is easy to mix fact and opinion; the author(s) should keep the Results and Discussion separate, and to keep the discussion clearly reasoned, tightly written, and focused on the implications of the Results.
The author(s) should keep the abstract brief and in the active voice. For original articles the abstracts should be structured. The abstracts should be substantive. The author(s) should avoid gemera;ity "The implications are summarized." Instead, author(s should describe the implications.
The author(s) should avoid repetition:
The Abstract in the Introduction or Discussion.
The results in the Introduction.
The Introduction in the Discussion.
The figure legends, table titles, or the contents of the tables. in the text.
Bar graphs and pie charts should only be used where absolutely indicated and should be provided in colour; where possible the information should be presented in table format.
The author use the active voice in the Abstract, Introduction, and Discussion; it is shorter, clearer, and more emphatic. The passive voice is boring suggests lack of conviction, required more words, extends reading time, and may be ambiguous. The passive voice, by convention is appropriate in the Methods and Results.
Discussion. Author emphasize the new and important aspects of the study and the conclusions that follow from them. Include in the discussion section the implications of the findings and their limitations, including implications for future research, and relate the observations to other relevant studies.
The author should link the conclusions with the goals of the study but avoid unqualified conclusions not completely supported by the data. In particular, author (s) should avoid making statements on economic benefits and costs unless their manuscript includes economic data and analyses.
The author should avoid claiming priority and alluding to work that has not been completed. Recommendations, when appropriate, may be included.
Reference should be numbered consecutively in the order in which they are first mentioned in the text, not alphabetically. Listong all authors when there are six or fewer; when there are seven or more, list only the first six and add "et al". All references must be cited in the text or tables. Unpublished data and personal communications will not be accepted as references. Electronic references on the web generally are not reliable except if they are from online website of scholarly journals or WHO and other official websites. It is almost mandatory to indicate the website address and the time accessed at the end of the references. 
